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STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
Jurisdiction is appropriate in this case pursuant to UCA §78-2-2 and UCA §78-2a-
3(2)0) 
STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 
1. Whether the court incorrectly Apply Res Judicata to this particular case. 
Determinative law: 
I. The Doctrines of Res Judicata 
Standard of review: 
This is an issue of law. When reviewing an issue of law the Appellant Court 
accords the Court's legal conclusions no deference and reviews them for 
correctness. 
Nova Casualty Company v. Able Construction, Inc., 983 P 2d 575 (Utah 1999). 
II. Whether the court incorrectly applied Statute of Limitations. 
1 
An Appellate Court will not overturn a trial court's factual findings unless 
they are clearly erroneous. 
Jones Const Co. v. Lenrer Alcoovem Bovis, Inc., 89 P.3d 1009 
n»iTisv. IESAssociates, 69P.3d297 (Utah App. 2003). 
Determinative Law: 
25-5-t L^.ite oi interest in real prop*.!!}. 
No estate or interest in real property other than leases for a tei in not exceeding one 
year, nor any trust or power over or concerning real property or in any manner relating 
thereto, shall be created, granted, assigned, surrendered or declared otherwise than by act 
or operation of law, or by deed or conveyance in writing subscribed by the party creating, 
granting, assigning, surrendering or declaring the same, or by his lawful agent thereunto 
authorized by writing 
•jf frauds, the only purpose of which is in prevent fraud, to be used where 
the effect will be to accomplish a fra!.»d and if the facts are such that it CMUIU be a \ iriual 
fraud to permit the defendant to interpose the statute, a court shall not listen to that 
defense. To now rely upon the Statute of Frauds would have the effect of perpetrating a 
fraud, not preventing one. 
, \n. Appellate Court: w ill not overturn a trial court's factual findings unless they re 
clearly erroneous. 
IV. Whether the trial court erred in preventing testimony by Plaintiff on the 
fraud issues. 
Determinative law: 
U.S. Const, amend XIV 
S l j i i i i l i i i n I n l mi i i nil I vi 
This is pureh an issue of hm When re\ lowing an issue of law :h • 
Appellant Court accords the Conn's legal eonciu ions no deference 
2 
and reviews them for correctness. 
VI- Whether the Court erred in awarding Defendants Summary Judgment 
Standard of review: 
This is purely an issue of law. When reviewing an issue of law the Appellant 
Court accords the Trial Court's legal conclusions no deference and reviews them 
for correctness. 
Nova Casualtly Com[any v. Able Construction, Inc., 983 P 2d 575 (Utah 1999). 
We review the district court's order granting summary judgment de novo, applying the 
same standards as the district court under Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure. E ^ , Zamora v. Elite Logistics, Inc., 449 F.3d 1106, 1111 (10th Cir. 2006). 
Summary judgment is proper only if "there is no genuine issue as to any material fact, 
and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law." Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c). 
The moving party bears the burden of showing that no genuine issue of material fact 
exists. Zamora, 449 F.3d at 1112 (citation omitted). We resolve all factual disputes and 
draw all reasonable inferences in favor of the non-moving party. Id (citation omitted). If 
there is no genuine issue of material fact, the court determines whether the substantive 
law was correctly applied by the district court. Id (citation omitted). 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Appellant disagrees to Appellees' Brief, pg. 5, last para, Beginning with 
"However, neither her memorandum in opposition nor her affidavit made any attempt to 
controvert the statement of undisputed facts as set forth in Defendants5 memorandum. 
Appellant disagrees to Appellees' Brief (pg. 5, last para. Beginning with "During the 
hearing Judge Thomas heard oral argument from both parties, and asked Plaintiff several 
questions regarding her Claims and Contentions. 
History of case 
Appellant filed amended scheduling orders due to the burden of being a Pro se 
litigant and health issues. In between the second and third scheduling order Appellant 
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was hospitalized and two abdominal surgeries required two weeks hospitalized and 
several month of healing. These issues have hindered her. Appellant filed "Request for 
Admission" and Appellees' basically admitted to their Names but Denied all their 
documents provided by them during discovery stage; However, Appellees make a 
statement in the appellees' brief page 5 in second paragraph that states "She attached 
several documents to her affidavit, most of which had been produced by Defendants 
(Appellees'), also "Request for Production" the Appellees' answered mostly with, Vague 
and ambiguous. 
Appellees' final Discovery material sent July 7, 2009 overall of 981 documents. 
Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment and Memorandum in Support of 
Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment dated July 7, 2009 and filed on July 13, 
2009. 
Fact Discovery should be completed by July 10, 2009. 
Appellant prior law suit were dismissed before they reached any Discovery stage; except 
1999 case. 
Documents provided by Appellees'/Defendants' 
All documents below are within July 20, 2009 Plaintiff's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment filed with the Court 
numbered 1 through26. 
1 to 7; Certified mail, (see plaintiff Opposition; Exhibits 1 through 7). 
8. Plaintiffs Settlement agreement. 
9. Defendant's Settlement agreement; Disclaimer and Quit Claim Deed. 
10. Trust Deed Note. 
11. Escrow Order; $603,285.00 credit; dated 12/18/02. 
12. Escrow Order; (missing) $300,000.00; dated before or on 12/18/02. 
13. Real Estate Purchase Contract; $125,000.00 dated on November 29, 2005. 
14. Warranty Deeds dated August 27, 1993 to Jensen and Hampton, Joint Tenant(JT); 
Grazing permits dated March 11, 1994; to Jensen and Hampton; (JT); 
Grazing permits dated August 26, 1993; to Jensen and Hampton; (JT); 
Grazing permits dated Febuary 7, 1994; to Jensen and Hampton; (JT); 
Acknowledgement; executed March 8, 1994; Notary Mr. Holbrook/Appellee (JT); 
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Quit claim deed; August 27, 1993; Jensen and Hampton; (JT);Notary Holbrook; 
Special Warranty Deed dated May 3, 1994; Jensen and Hampton, JT. 
Quit claim deed dated May 3, 1994; Jensen and Hampton, JT. 
Quit claim deed dated May 3, 1994; Jensen and Hampton, JT. 
Warranty Deed; dated August 11, 1997; Jensen; Notary Mr. Holbrook 
15. Map of Jensen and Hampton 6.32 acres House Parcel; 
Planning & Zoning certificate waiver dated January 7, 1998; dividing 6.32 acres, 
from approx. a 547 acre parcel with legal description. 
16. Mortgage deed of Trust dated August 8, 1997, Jensen and Hampton, JT; 6.32 ac. 
House Parcel description. 
Deed of Trust, dated August 27, 1997, Jensen and Hampton, JT approx. 547 ac. 
Deed of Trust dated August 27, 1997, Jensen and Hampton, JT on 6.32 ac. 
Pay off amount $148,630.14 dated August 21, 1997; Jensen and Hampton. 
Pay off amount $175,000.00 dated Feb.26, 1998 Jensen and Hampton, JT;6.32 ac. 
17. Quit Claim Deed dated May 6, 1998 to Jensen and Hampton, JT; 6.32 ac. 
18. Special Report dated June 10, 1998; Jensen and Hampton, JT; 6.32 ac. 
Special Report dated June 10, 1998; Jensen and Hampton, JT; ALTERED ! Note; 
Jensen and Hampton cross out and Double J. Triangle, LLC of approx. 4200 acres. 
19. Quit Claim Deed recorded November 15,1999, but dated April 20, 1997, 
Jensen/Hampton, JT to Family Limited Partnership. 
20. Quit Claim Deed recorded November 15, 1999 but dated April 20, 1997, 
Family Limited Partnership to Double J. Triangle (DJT) (see Plaint. Opposition; 
Exhibit 19 & 20). 
21. Feb. 1, 2000, letter to Double J. Triangle, Clay allowing 6.32 acres to have the 
name Double J. Triangle. 
22. Water conveyance, Jensen/Hampton to DJT. Mr. Holbrook certify conveyance. 
23. Review and Order; State Of Utah in the interest of children a Progress report on 
Tonda Jensen improvement. 
24. Tax roll 
25. Transcript August 27, 2007 between Mr. Holbrook/Appellee and Ms. 
Hampton/Appellant. 
26. Certificate of service of Responses to Requests for Production dated Aug.20, 08. 
Court order in place on November 10th, 1999 with a Lis Pendens In place dated 
November 15, 1999. 
At the Hearing, if allowed to present her case based on a Title Company's error/mistake/fraud did 
Controvert Statement of Undisputed facts the evidence is within her Opposition to Defendants 
Motion of Summary Judgment. 
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Defendant's Concealed Fraudulent documents from the 1999 case (PTS 149, 150 151atexh. 18).. 
Appellant trying all effort to get to this Underlying Facts of why Double L Triange, LLC is in 
control of her property. 
September 2009 Hearing Transcript of Trial Court (R 547 at page 40); 
" The Court: ... .a court has previously ruled that you have no rights, title or interest to 
those properties, if you have no rights, title or interest to those properties as established 
by a prior court order, then those issues are settled. You can't turn around and then sue 
Mr. Holbrook on an underlying claim that you do not have a right, title and interest, 
when a court has already determined that you have no such right, title or interest to the 
property. 
STATEMENT OF RELEVANT FACTS 
1. Transaction of the two parcels took approx. two months from when Professional 
Title Services was retained until the transactions closed on January 25, 2002 as stated by 
Appellees' brief page 8, at # 11 and 13. 
2. 85,000 was on a Trust Note, refer to PTS7 of Petitioners Memorandum and 
Affidavit, exh. 10 and the Interest Bearing Trust Account no longer exist. 
3. The 1999 Divorce case Final Order entered on December 17, 2002; Never stated 
Appellant never had any rights, title or interest. 
4. Appellees' Concealed Evidence during a 1999 law suit filed by Hampton vs. 
Jensen, exh. 18 listed above that she obtained in Discovery from these Appellees'. 
5. "Court ordered sale" of two parcels 681 acres total to avoid a looming 
Foreclosure on 6.32 acres (House Parcel) that Jensen/Hampton, JT. Mortgaged. 
6. Appellees' filed a Motion for Summary Judgment dated July 7, 2009. 
7. Appellant filed a Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant Motion for Summary 
Judgment dated July 20, 2009. 
8. Appellant disagreed with Appellees' 1 through 6 of their Motion for Summary 
Judgment and Appellant attached documents to Controvert Appellees'. 
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9. Appellant was prevented to argue Fraud, Negligence that are claims of her Third 
Complaint. (R. 547 at page 40). 
10. On June 10, 1998, a Policy is issued; Titled to K.C. Jensen and Tonda Hampton, 
as Joint Tenant. Attached with a Legal description of approximately 4,100 acres, this 
document is altered in ownership, (see TH affid. exhibit 18, (PTS149) . 
11. Plaintiff argued Fraudulent Concealment and mentioned the Doctrine, (see 
Transcript of Hearing, pg. 28; pg. 41). 
12. Court did not allow Plaintiffs material evidence that would have exposed 
Defendants' Mistake/fraud that caused her to lose her Joint Tenant interest to the real 
estate over 4,100 acres, and Tangible property that at one time listed for $ 3,250,000 
dollars with a Real Estate Agent. Plaintiff therefore became incompetent. 
SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT 
Appellees' had compiled selective document pertaining to Court Orders, Lis 
pendens all from prior filed cases. Appellees were not parties in any prior case. However, 
those cases were filed and denied before they could reach Discovery stage. Now, in this 
filed case, Appellees' filed Motion for Summary Judgment and provided those selective 
documents within there Material Facts. Appellant could not Dispute any of those court 
orders or lis pendens. However, there are documents provided in the Appellant's/ 
Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition to Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment 
dated July 20, 2009. During Hearing, September 2009, Trial court made mention to 
Appellant stating "That you can't turn around and then sue Mr. Holbrook when 
court already determined that you do not have a right, title or interest. (R. 547 at page 
40). Appellant could not discuss Fraud issues. Trial Court turned to the Oral agreement. 
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Appellant was requested to show written agreement which she had no written evidence to 
that oral agreement. Statutes of Frauds were applied against her. If Appellant could have 
shown her evidence within her Opposition it would have Controverted the Summary 
Judgment and therefore gone to a Jury Trial or Appellant to file her Summary Judgment. 
During Discovery stage Appellees' continue to deny question and or documents which 
then prolonged her to discover the whole truth. . Appellant has been at a disadvantage 
due to Concealed Fraud. During discover stage apprrox. 981 documents were provided 
by these Appellees' a document dated 1998 is Altered in Ownership. PTS149, 150, 151 
within Plaintiffs Opposition to Def Sum. Jud). This document is the main cause of all 
hardship. Appellees' Material Facts are merely evidence in favor of Appellant that she 
continued to protect her real estate and tried to collect on those two parcel sells. But due 
to the Fact that these Appellees' provided a documents to the Court, during 1999 case, a 
document of ownership to over 4,000 acres that a Double J. Triangle, LLC is the owner. 
Therefore, appellants joint ownership did not transfer to the LLC. Because her Joint 
tenant ownership was totally altered illegally by these Appellees'. This is the very reason 
why they wanted to avoid a suit and agreed to compensate Appellant's loss of $21,185.47 
for their first error in the 6.32 acre House sell. Appellant is to sign a title (see Plaint. 
Oppos, to Def. Sum. Jud. Exh. 9 of Affid. PTS661). 
Appellees' also provided a Disclaimer (see Plaint. Opp. to Def. Sum. Jud. exh. 9 of Affid. 
PTS660) It states, "Tonda Lynn Hampton, sometimes known as Tonda Hampton Jensen, 
hereby disclaims any and all interest, of any kind and nature, legal and/or equitable, in 
and to the following described tract of land situated in Carbon County, State of Utah, to 
wit: (gives description of 6.32 acre House Parcel)". 
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This is the wording used in the first Oral agreement by the Appellees'. The Chain of Title 
is defective at this time, and order to correct that Appellant was to sign a deed to that 6.32 
acre description to Professional Title Services, as Trustee. 
However, Appellees' provided another document called "Settlement Agreement", (see 
Plaint. Opp. to Def. Sum. Jud. exh. 9 of Affid. PTS658 & PTS659), due to the unfair 
content within, Appellant did not agree to sign Therefore, Appellees' gathered all 
documents. Appellant then served that August 14,2007 suit to Appellees' approximately 
in December 2007. 
Unlawful interference with Hampton Joint Tenant recorded titled interest of Real 
Property can be establish if allowed to introduce evidence at a Jury Trial. Plaintiff will 
establish at Fraud/Mistake). 
ARGUMENT 
However, Appellant was not allowed to discuss the Concealed Fraud issues, or the 
improper conduct of the Appellees' Liability and Damage . Parties' determination and 
acceptance of that oral agreement should not constitute any of the defenses raised by the 
defendants. The correct legal standard required acceptance of the terms of the Oral 
Agreement between the parties the Evidence attached to Opposition shows why 
Appellees' would use certain verbiage in order to correct a mistake in the Chain of Title 
CONCLUSION 
Appellant assert that the trial court improperly granted summary judgment. 
Improperly applied Res Judica, Statute of Limitations, Statute of Frauds for the following 
reasons; Trial court made mention to Appellant stating "You can't turn around and then 
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sue Mr. Holbrook.. .[sic].... when court already determined that you do not have a right, 
title or interest. (R. 547 at page 40). Appellant could not discuss Fraud issues. Trial Court 
turned to the Oral agreement. Appellant was requested to show written agreement which 
she had no written evidence to that oral agreement. Statutes of Frauds applied against 
Appellant improperly. All should be reversed due to the Concealed Fraud. 
The Plaintiff therefore respectfiilly request that the Judgments entered 
against her in this matter be vacated, that it be awarded its damages as prayed for in the 
Third Amended Complaint and that this matter is remanded. 
Plaintiff should be allowed a fair Trial on the Evidence or Summary Judgment if proper. 
DATED this 17, day of May, 2010. 
TONDA LYNN HAMBTON, PRO SE, PLAINTIFF 
Tonda Lynn Hampton 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 17, day of May, 2010, I caused to be mailed a true 
and correct copy of Appellant's Reply Brief, to the following: 
Utah Court of Appeals 
450 South State, Fifth floor 
P.O. Box 140230 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-0230 
And; 
Justin R. Baer (11035) 
HTRSCHI CHRISTENSEN, PLLC 
136 East South Temple, Suite 1400 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Attorneys for Defendants' 
Professional Title Services and 
Clay G. Holbrook 
>/n 
Tonda Lynn Hampton 
Pro Se, Plaintiff 
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